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THE 


PREFACE 


TO THE 


READER. 


Heſe Papers, which are here preſented to thee, were 

writ for the uſe f a private Perſon, and by the 

Advice of ſome Friends , are now made publick. 

We find how Bufie the Romiſh Emiſſaries are to corrupt our 
People , and think our ſelves equally concerned to Antidote 
them againft Popery and Fanaticiſm : Two Extreams e- 
7 rous to the Government of Church and State in 

theſe Kingdoms , both in their Principles and Praflices ; 
and both of them wery great Corruptions of the Chriſtian 
gion, and very dangerous to mens Souls. Some of our 
Clergie have already been ſo charitable to our Diſſenters, as 
to warn them of their danger, and by the Strength and Evie 
dence of Scripture and Reaſon, to convince > of therr 


Miſtakes; and 1 pray God forgive thoſe men, and turn 

their Hearts, who will not contribute ſo much to their own 

Convittion and Satifaftion, as diligently and impartially 

to read and confider what is fo charttably offered to them, 

Ignorance and Miſtake may excuſe men , who have no op» 
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The Preface to the Reader. 


portunities of knowing better, but ſuch wilful and reſolved 
[anorance, which bars up mens minds againft all means of 
Bereer Information, will as ſoon damn them, as fins againit 
knowledge. : | 


» And now-it might juſtly be thought want of Charity to 
thoſtiof the Rpman C —_— Ts ;we take 'no 64 ar 
all of them ; nay, want of Charity to thoſe of out own Commu- 
niou, and to Diſſenters themſelves, who are daily aſſaulted 
by the bufiz Fattors for Rome. For the Diſputes againft the 
Church of Rome, as well as againft Diſenters, _—_ the 
moſt part too Learned, and too Voluminous for the inſtruftion 
of ordinary people, and therefore ſome ſhort and plain Diſ- 
courſes about the principal Matters in diſpute between us, is 
the mof7 effetlual way we can take to no men in their Res 
ligion,- and preſerve them from the crafty Infinuations of ſuch 
a lie in wait to deceive, 


Some few Attempts, which have been already made of that 
kind, give me ſome hope, that ſeveral other Tratts will follow, 
that the Ruine of the Church of England ( if God ſhall pleaſe 
ever to permit = a thing) whether by Popery, or Fanati- 
ciſm, may not be charged upon our neg/ett to inſtrutt People 
better. | 

Some Perſons, it ſeems, whoſe Talent lies more in cenſuri 
what others Jo than in doing any good themſelves, are pleaſed 
to put ſome finiſter Conſtruftions on this Defigye ; as it 1s impoſ- 
fille deſigne any thing fo well, but Mew of 111 Minds, who 
Know not what it means to do good, for goods ſake, ſhall be able 
to find ſome bad name for it. Some gueſs that we now write 
inf# Popery onely to play an after-game, and to regain the 
avour and good Opinion of Diſſenters, which we have loff 
by writing againft them : But I know not that any —"_ 
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loft their Favour by it, nor that any man values theit Favour 
for any \other Reaſon, than. to have the greater advantage of 
doi few goes; If. ſo good. 4 wark, as confuting the Errors 
of the. Church, of Rome, . will give the Diſſenters ſuch a good 
Opinion of us, as to make them more impartially confider what 

has been writ to perſwade them to Communion with the Charch 

of England, I know no reaſon any man has to be aſhamed to 

own it, though it were part of his defigne ; but whether it is or 

not, is more than I know : I dare undertake for thoſe Perſons 

I am acquainted with, that they neither value the Favour, nor 

fear the Diſpleaſure either of Fanaticks or Papiſts, But yet 

beartily delve to do good to them both. 


But there is a more miſchievous Suggeſtion than this, that 

- the defigne of ſuch Papers is onely to rajſe a new cry and noiſe 
about Popery, and to alarm the People, and diſturb the Go- 
vernment with new Fears and Fealouftes : Truly, if I thought 
this would be the effeft of it, I would burn my Papers preſent« 
ly ; for I am ſure the Church of England will get nothing by a 
Tumultuary and Glamorous Zeal againſt the Church of Rome, 
and I had much rather ſuffer —_ Popery, than contribute 
any thing towards raiſmg a Popular Fury to keep it out. We 
profeſs our ſelves as irreconcileable Enemies to Popery, as we 
are to Fanaticiſm, and defire that all the World may Know it : 
but we will never Rebel, nor countenance any Rebellion againſt 
our Lawful Soveraign, to keep out either, we leave ſuch Prins 
ciples and Praftices to Papiſts and Fanaticks But when we 
find our People Aſſaulted by the Agents of Rome, and do 
not-think our ſelves ſecure from Popiſh Deſigns, we think it 
our Duty to give them the beſt Inſtruftions we can to preſerve 
them from ſuch Errors, as we believe will deſtroy their Souls ; 
and cannot but wonder that any men who are as much concern- 
ed to take care of Souls as we are, ſhould think this a need- 
leſs or a ſcandalous Undertaking. I wiſh ſuch men would 


ſpeak 


The Preface to the Reader, 
ak out, a TS — a hes thew- 
. ft t this Defigne not well man E 
who hf it would more Arle rdncnn, an. rs 
, and do it better themſelves: I know no man but 
would very gladly be excuſed, as having other work enough to 
employ his time, but yet I had rather ſpend my vacant minutes 


this way, than in cenſuring the good that other men do, while 
I do none my ſelf. 
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The Words of the Paper, which 
was {ent to me, are theſe: 


T u my Opinion, that the infinite Goodneſs of our Legiſla- 
tor, bas left to ws a means 4 knowing the true ſence 
and meaning of the Holy Scriptures, which u the 

Church : Now I judge this Church muif be known to be the 

true Church, by its continual vifible Succeſſion from Chrift 

till our Days. But I doubt whether or no the Proteſtant 

Church can make out this continual viſible Succeſſion, and defire 

to be informed. 


ANSWER. 


"FIAT Chriſt has left a means of knowing the true ſence and 
meaning of the Holy Scriptures, I readily grant ; or elle ic 
had been to no purpoſe to have leſt us the Scriptures. But the 
latter Clauſe is very ambiguous, for che meaning may cither be, 
that we may underſtand by the Scrj which is the Church; 
or that the Church is the means whereby we muſt underſtand 
the true ſence and ing of the Scripture. 

The firlt is a erue P Principle, and therefore I pre- 
ſume not intended by this Obje&tor. For how we ſhould know 
that theres any Church without the Information we receive by 
the.Scripture,Leannot Divine ; and yer we may as eaſily kngw 
that there js.a Chwch,as we canknow whichzis the true Church 
without the Scripture. For there is no ocher means of knowing 
either that there is a Church, or what this: Church is, or what 
are the Properties of a True and Sound and Orthodox Church, 
but þy Rovelation, and we hays nq gsher Revelation of ahis, 
hut, what js, contained /in COINS Lilgct) 

; As-for the Second, That the C ks the.means of know- 
ing 
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ing the true ſence and meaning of the Scriptures, it is in ſome 
lence very true, in ſome ſence __y falle. 

acknowledged by all ſober 


I. Ic is in ſome ſence true, an 


| Proteſtants. As, 1. If by the Church we un the Uni- 


verſal Church of all Ages, as we receive the Scri cthem- 
ſelves handed down by them to our time, fo er Dor 
Arines of Faith have been univerſally received by them, is one 
of the beſt means to find out the true ſence of Scripture, For 
the nearer they were to the times of the Apoſtles, the more 
likely they were to underſtand the true ſence of their Wricings, 
being inſtru&ted by the Apoſtles themſelves in the meaning of 
them. And thus we have a certain Rule to ſecure us from all 
dangerous Errors in expounding Scripture. Forthe great and 
tundamental Doctrines of the Chriſtian Religion, are as plainly 
contained in the Writings of the firft Fathers of the Church,and 
as unanimouſly aflerred by them, as the Authority of the Scri- 
ptures themlelves: And therefore though we have not a Tra- 
dictionary Expoſition of every particular Text of Scripture : yet 
we have of the great and fundamental Dodrines of Faith, and 
therefore muſt never expound Scripture ſo as to-contradiet the 
known and avowed fence of the Catholick Church. And this 
courle the Church of England takes ; ſhe receives the Definitions 
of the four firlt General Councils, and requires her Bi and 
Clergy to Expound the Scriptures according to the profeſt Do- 
&rines of thole firſt and pureſt Ages of the Church. 

2. We ought to pa great deference to, and not lightly and 
-wantonly oppoſe the Ju ent and Authority of the particu- 
Jar Church wherein we live , when her Expoſitions of Scri- 
pture do not evidently and notoriouſly contradid the fence of 
the Catholick Church, eſpecially of the firſt and beſt Ages of it. 
For it docs not become private men to oppole their Sentiments 
and Opinions to om of the Church, unleſs-in fach 
plain Caſes, as every man may be preſumed a very Com- 
perent Judge in the-matterz and no Church, nor all the Chur- 
ches in the World have ſuch Authority, that we muſt renounce 
our Senſes, and deny the firſt p_—_ of Reaſon, to follow 
them with ablind and implicite Fai 

And thus -che Church; that is, the Senſe and Judgment of 
the Catholick Church, is a means for the finding out the true 
ſence of Scripture z and though we may —— 
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ſome particular Texts, ( which the Rowanits themſelves will 
not deny , but that even infallible Councils may do , who 
though they are infallible in their Concluſions, yer are not al- 
ways ſo in the Arguments or Mediums, whether drawn from 
Scripture or Reaſon, whereby they prove them) yet it is mo- 
rally impoflible we ſhould be guilty of any dangerous miſtake, 
while we make the Catholick Doctrine of the Church our 
Rule ; and in other matters follow the Judgment, and ſubmir 
to the Authority of the Church wherein we live ; which is as 
abſolutely neceilary, as Peace and Order, and good Govern- 
ment in the Church. 

2. But then this is very falſe, if we mean that the Church 
is the onely means of finding out the true {ence of the Scri- 
ptures ; or if by the Church we underſtand any particular 
Church, as I ſuppoſe this perſon does, the Roman Catholick 
that is, the cular Univerſal Church of Rome 5 or if we 
mean the Church of the preſent Age, or by Means underſtand 
ſuch a Decretory Sentence, as muſt determine our Faich, and 
command our Aſſent ; that we muſt ſeek for no other Realon 
of our Faith, but the Authority of the Church in expound- 
ing Scriptures. I {hall diſcourſe ſomething briefly of each of 


©. * 

T7. To ſay that the Church is the only Means to find out the 
true ſence of Scripture, is very falle and abſurd. For, 1. This 
luppolcs the Holy Scriptures to be a very unintelligible Book, 
w is a great reproach to the Holy Spirit, by which it was 
Indieed, that he either could not, or would not ſpeak incelli- 
gible to the World. h 

2. This is a dire& Contradiction to thole Exhortations of 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles to ſtudy the Scriptures, which were 
made to private men, and therefore neceſlarily lupgolcs, that 
the Holy Scriptures are to be underſtood as other Writings are, 
by conſideting the Propriety of the Words and Language where- 
in they are written, the Scope and Deſign of the place, and 
ſuch other means, as honeſt and ſtudious Inquirers ule to find 
out the meaning of any other Book. 

3- If the Scriptures are ſo unintelligible, that an honeſt man 
cannot find out the meaning of them, without the infallible 
retation of the Church, I would deſire to know whether 

iſt and his Apoltles _—_— = to their Ra 
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If did not, to what purpoſe did preach at all ? 
in ns were men converted to the Faith ? if chey di 
how comes theſe Sermons to be ſo unintelligible now are 
written, which were ſo intelligible when they were ſpoken 2? 
For the Goſpels contain a plain Hiſtory of what Chrilt did,and 
of what he ſaid ; and the Apoſtles wrote the ſame things to 
the Churches when they were abſent, which they preached to 
them whenthey were preſent: and we reaſonably ſuppoſe, that 
they as much deſigned that the Churches ſhould underſtand 
what they Wrote, as what ny Preached ; and therefore that 
they generally uſed the ſame form of words in their Writing 
in their Preaching: And this makes it a great Riddle, how 
one ſhould be very plain and caſie to be underſtood, and the-o- 
ther ſignifie nothing without an infallible Interpreter. 
f the Scriptures be in themſelves unintelligible, I would 
PF hyctrerkes w the Church comes to underſtand them ? 
If by any humane means, together with the ordinary Afliftan- 
ces of the Divine Spirit, then they are to be underſtood ; and 
then why may not ein; None x in proportion tor his skill in 
Languages, and in the Rules of Reaſon and Diſcourſe, under- 
ftand them allo ? 


If the Church cannot underſtand the Scriptures þy any hu- 
mane means, but onely by Inſpiration, (for there is no Medium 
between theſe two ) to what purpoſe were the Scri Writ- 
ten? For we might as well have learnt the Will of God from 
the Church, without the Scriptures, as with them. God could 
have immediately revealed his Will to theChurch, without a writ4 
ten Rule, as well as reveal the meaning of that written-Rule, 
which it ſeems has no ſignification at all, till the Church, by 
Inſpiration, gives an Orthodox meaning to it. 

5- And it we cannot underſtand the Scriptures, till the 
Church Expounds them to us, how ſhall we know which-is the 
Church, and that this Church is ſuch an infallible 
of Scriptures? The Church is to be known onely the 
Scriptures, and the Scriptures are to be underſtood onely by the 
Church: If we will know the Church, we muſt rſt under- 
ftand the Scriptures; and if we will underſtand the Scriptures, 
we muſt firſt know 'the Church ; and when both muſt be 
known firſt, or we can know neither, it is impoſbible in this way, 
cither- to underſtand the Scriptures, or find out the 15 —y 

or, 
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For, ſuppoſe the Church does expound Scripture b i 
__ pang ng wen an om lo? Maſt we be: 
eve Cve , Or every {which pretends to i 
gion 2? is is a contradiction to the Apoſtles = 
—— Spirit, but to try the Spirits. How then ſhall they 
ferigowe, Miracles are now ceas'd, unleſs we will believe ſome 
fa —_ Lg which all wiſe men in the Church of Rome 
are of ; and if there were real Miracles wrought,t 
are of no Authority againſt a gary ys, of Faith, whi 
the Apoſtle calls a more ſure word of Propheſie. If then we 
muſt judge of theſe pretences to Revelation by the Scriptures, 
which is the onely way now left, then there is a way of under- 
ſtanding the Scriptures without this Revelation: for it we muſt 
underſtand the Scriptures by Revelation, and SG the 
OI we are got into a new circle, and can 
neither. 


Obje#. But do we not ſee how many Schiſms and Hereſies 
have been occaſioned, by ſuffering every one to Scri- 
pture for himſelf 2 How many Diviſions and viſions are 
there among Proteſtants, who agree in little elle, beſides their 
oppoſition to Popery 2 And is it poflible to cure this, without 
an Infallible Interpreter of Scriptures ? Is it not a contradi- 
ion to common Experience , to lay, that the ſence of Scri- 
prure is plain and certain, when ſo few men can agree what 
it is 

Anſw. 1. Yes, we do ſee this, and lament it, and are be- 
holden to the Church of Rowe, and her Emilſlarics, nal Kg 

e 


meaſure for it. But yet we know, thus it has been in all 

of the Chriſtian Church, as well as now ; and we tak 
ſame way to confute theſe Hereſies, and hd amv the Purity 
of the Faith, and the Unity of the Church, which the Pri- 
CC IAIIEGT, 27 INE ipeure, and the Do- 
&rine and Practice of the ick Church, which is the beſt 
way any Church can take, when there is no Infallible Judge of 
Controverſies : And if the Primitive Church had known any 
ſuch Infallible Judge, they would certainly have a to 
him, at one time or other ; and it had been , that 
boy Herefies ſhould for any time together have 
the Church 3 but we hear of him for many 
B 2 hundred 
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hundred years after Chriſt ; but the ancient Fathers took the 
ſame way to confure the Hereſe of their days Wes do 
now, which is a probable Argument, that t W no 
A eo Diviſions of c>3 Chriſtizn ChareM 
are no greater a; mer againſt us, than the ancient Hereſies 
were againſt the Primitive Church, or than the Proteſtant He- 
reſies (as they are pleaſed tocall them) are againſt the Church 
of Rome : For what advantage has the Church of Rome upon 
this account, above any other Profeſſion of Chriſtians ? Thoſe 
who are of the ſame Communion, are of the ſame mind. Thus 
it is among us, and it is no better among them ; for we are 
no more of their mind, than they are of ours: nay, notwith- 
ftanding all their pretences to Infallibilly, moſt of the Dit- 
putes which divide the Proteſtant Churches, are as fairly dil- 
puted among themſelves, witneſs the famous Controverſie be- 
tween the Fanſeniſts and Molimiſts 5 which their infallible Judge 
never thought fit to determine to this day : They live indeed 
in the Communion of the ſame Church, notwithſtanding theſe 
Diſputes, becaulc it is a very dangerous thing to leave ir ; but 
they are more beholden to the Inquiſition, than to Infallibility 
RE | 

2. How do theſe Diviſions and Hereſies, which diſturb the 
Church, prove that no man can be certain of his Religion ? 
If we can certainly know what the ſence of Scripture is, not- 
withſtanding there are-many different Opinions about it, then 
the diverſity of Opinions is no Argumentagainſt us ; if we 
cannot be certain of any thing, which others deny, diſpute, or 
doubt of, then how can any Papiſt be certain that his Church 
is infallible ? For all the reſt of the Chriſtian Church deny this, 
and ſcorn their Pretenſions to it. I may indeed ſafely acquieſce ' 
in the Determinations of 'an Infallible Judge , whom I am in- 
tallibly aſfared to be'infallible , how many contrary Opinions 
ſoever there are in the World : But when Infallibi ry it (elf is 
the matter of the Diſpute, and I have no infallible way to 
know whether there: be = ſuch thing, or where this Infallibi- 


liey is ſeared, if diverſity of Opinions be an Rp gn 

ehe/ certaitity-of any thing, which I am nor, and cannot be in- 

fallibly affured of, then it is a certain demonſtration againſt In- 
fallibiliry it ſelf. | 

Unleſs we will take the Church of Rome's word for _ _ 

I- 


as 
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Infallibility, we cannot havethe Deciſion of an InfallibleJudge 
in-this mater ; for ſhe will allow no other Infallible Judge, but 
her ſelf: and yet this is ſo abſurd a way, that it ſuppoſes, that 
we believe, and that we diſ-believe the ſame thing at the ſame 
time. For unleſs we before-hand believe the Church to be in- 
fallible, her laying ſo, is no infallible proof that ſhe is infallible ; 
and yer the very demand of a proof, ſuppoles that we are not 
certain of it, that we doubt of it, or dil-believe it. When we 
ask-the Church, whether ſhe be infallible, ir ſuppoſes that we are 
not certain of it, otherwiſe we ſhould need no proof; and when 
we-believe the Church to bc infallible, becauſe ſhe fays fo, ic 
ſuppoſes, that we did before-hand believe that ſhe is infallible, 
——\ her ſaying ſo is no proof. 

The eſt pan. ou tor, the Church of Rome, never pre- 
tended that could produce any infallible proots, which is 
the true Church, Cardinal Belarmine attempts no more, than , 
to alledge ſome Motives of Credibility, to make the thing pro- 
bable, and to incline men to betieve it ; and yer it isim ible 
we can be more certain of the Infallibilicy of the Church, than 
we- are, that it is a,true Church ; and if a Papiſt have onely, 
ſome Motives of Credibility,to belicve the Church of. Rowe ta 
be a true Church, he can have-no greater probabilicies, that ig 
is an infallible Church, 

Now not to take notice what a tottering Foundation ſome. 
high probabilities, h they amountedto a morat aſſurance,, 
is tor the belicf. of libility, , which is to put more in the 
Concluſion than there is in the Premiles The onely uſe.I ſhall. 
make of ir at preſent, is this; That we can at lealt he as, certain 
of the. mcaning of Scripture,as the Papiſts are, that their Church 
is infallible; tor they can be no more intallibly aſſured of this, 
than we arc of our interpretations of Scripture : and theretore 
itghe diverlicy'of Opinions ahque the lence of Scriptures, proves 

1at we. cannot be certain what the true ſence of iris, the lame 

| ent proves,that they cannot be certain that their Church. 
is infallible, becauſe this is not, onely doubted, bur abſolutely 
denicd by the greateſt part of the. Chriſtian, World , and was 
never thought pt, by the beſt and, pureſt Ages of ic. So that 
this Argument proves too much, and recoils upon themſelves, 
like a which is over-charged ; and if, tor their own lakes, 
they will grant that we may, be certain of ſome things, which 
x arg 


: 
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are as confidently denied, and diſputed by others ; then the 
diverſity of Opinions in the Church, is.no Argument, that we 
carinot be certain of our Religion, but onely teaches us greater 
_—_—_ and Diligence, and Honeſty, in our Inquiries after 

rut 
- 4+ Theſe Diviſions and Hereſies that are in the Chriſtian 
Church, are no better ent againſt the truth and certain- 
ty of our Religion, than the diverſities of Religions that are in 
the World, are againſt the truth of Chriſtianity. The whole 
World is far enough from being Chriſtian -; great of it 
are Fews, or Pagans, or Mabumetans ſtill ; and this is as good 
an ment to prove the uncertainty of all Religions, as the 
different Parties and Profeſſions of Chriſtians are to e, that 
we cannot be certain, what the true Chriſtian Church,nor what 
true Chriſtianity is. The G of our Saviour was not de- 
ſigned to offer any force or violence'to mens Faith or Under- 
ſtanding, no more than to their Wills. Were there ſuch an ir- 
reſiſtible and compulſory Evidence in the Goſpel, that where- 
ever it were preach, it ſhould be impoſlible for any man, 
though never ſo wicked and ill-diſpoſed, to continue an Infi- 
del, or to provea Heretick, Faith would be no greater a Virtue, 
than forc'd Obedience and Compliance is. The Goſpel has E- 
vidence enough to convince honeſt Minds, and is plain enough 
to be underſtood, by thoſe who are honeſt and teachable ; and 
therefore has its Effe&s upon thoſe who are curable : which is 
all that it was deſigned for. Thoſe who will not believe, ma 
continue Infidels ; and choſe who will not underſtand, my 
into Errours, and believe a Lye: and yet there is Evidence e- 
nough to convince , and Plainneſs enough to inftryt well-diſ- 
poſed Minds,and Certainty enough in each to be the Founda- 
tion of a Divine Faith. | 

The ſum is this: Though the Inſtructions of the Church are 
a very good means for the underſtanding of the ſence of Scri- 
pture, yet they are not the onely means; the Holy Scripture is a 
very ineelligible Bookin ſuch matters as are abſolutely neceflary 
to Salvation : and could we ſuppoſe, that a man, who had ne- 
ver heard of a Church, ſhould have the uſe — ay 

age which he underſtood, by a diligent readi it, 

wes underſtand enough to be 67. 

2. If by Church is meant any particular Church , a 

po 


[s] 

the Rowan Catholick Charch, or the Church of the pre- 
Age, it is abſolutely falſe ro ſay, that the Church, in this 
ſence, 1s always a ſure and ſafe means of underſtanding the Scrt- 
pture. What has been univerſally believed by all Chriſtian 
Churches, in all Ages, oratleaſt by all Churches of the firſt and 
pureſt Ages of Chriſtianity, which were neareſtthe times of the 
Apoſtles,and might be prefamed beſt to underſtand the ſence of 
the Apoſtles in the great Articles of our Faith, is a very ſafe Rule 
for the i genre the general Practice ob 
thoſe Primitive Apoltolick ,in matters of Government 
and Diſci I CN IES Ambi- 
tion, and ſecular Intereſts is a very fate Rule for our PraQtice 
alſo ; and this is the Rule whereby our Churchis reformed, and 
Sin aw mention be underſtood b 

are but to e y 
Chriftians ; cither the Articles of Faith, or the Rules of Lite, 
or the external Order and Diſcipline of the Church, and Ad- 


CT 
1. As for the Rules of Life, all thoſe Duties which we owe 
to God and Men, they are fo plainly contained in the Hol 
Scriptures, that no honeſt man can miſtake them ; I 
the Church of Rome her ſelf , will not pretend that there is 
any need of an qr pe re mes ns men what i meant 
: Loving God with all our Heart, and our Neighbour as our 
VES. 
; 2. As for the Articles of Faith, thoſe which'are Fundamen- 
tal t6the: Chriſtian Religion , and which every. Chriſtan 
ought to. believe, are fo eden oc ay ho-' 
and unprejudiced man may d them ; but how- 
over-, as} ebfivved before, we govern our {clves in theſe. 
things by the received Doctrine vf the Catholick Church of 
the firſt and pureſt Ages , and if this be not a ſafe\Rule/ 
we! can'tbe certain of  riothing.' 'And' whar the Catholick 
Faith was:pwe learn from: thoſe! ſhort ſummaries 'of 'Faith, 
which were univerſally owned by all Catholick Churches. 
For what we now call the'Apoſtles-Creed,' was very. ancient- 
ly received in all Churches, with ſome little variety indeed of 
ods and'/Phraſe, but withous any'diffetenet'of ſence; and 
the.Catholick Faith was not only preſerved ins (fach ſhort Suns 
maries and Creeds, which were as' liable ro a by 
ere- 


- 
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Hereticks, as the Scriptures themſelves, but was more largel 


explained in the Writings of the ancient Fathers ; and t 


this will not inable us ro underſtand every Phraſe and Expreſli- 
on of Scripture, but we muſt uſe other means to do that, as Skill 
in the Original Languages, a knowledge of ancient Cuſtoms, 
and ancient Diſputes, to which the Apoſtles frequently allude 
a conſideration of the Scope and Defigne of the place, &c. Yet 
the Catholick Faith received and owned by the Primitive 
Church, is ſo far a Rule, as it direfts us to Expound Scripture 
to a true Catholick fence. As St. Paul commands the Romans, 
that thoſe who prophetie , ſhould propheſie according to the 
proportion of Faith, Rom. 12. 6. Kar" drexczier nie, accord- 
ing to the Analogy of Faith : That is, that in the interpreting 
the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament,they ſhould expound them 
to a Chriſtian ſence, according to thoſe ines of the Chri- 
{tian Faith, which he had taught them ; and this was a ſafe 
Rule for ex ing the Old Teſtament, which contained the 
Types, and Figures, and Propheſies of the Goſpel-State. And 
thus in expounding the New Teſtament, now it is committed 
to Writing, we muſt propheſie according to the Ana of 
Faith, or as he commands Timothy in his Preaching, hold faſt 
the form of ſound words,which thou haſt heard from me,2 Tim. 
7.13. Ir ſcems the Apoſtle had given him a form of ſound 
words , according to which, he was to direc his Preaching : 
whether this refers to a ſhort ſummary of Faith , ſuch as our 
Creed is, I cannot {ay, though it is not unprobable it may 
bur it is plain, we have a form of ſound words delivered to us 
by the ick-Church, which contains the triie Catholick 
aith, and therefore ought to be fo far a Rule to us in expoun- 
ding Scripture, as never to contradict ; was re is CoN- 
+ mer it, for that is to conwadict the Faith of the Catholick 
And when one great Article of this Faith, concerning the 
Erernal God-head-of Chriſt the Son of God, was carrupted by 
Aris, a Presbyter of the Church of Alexandria, it gave an oc- 
caſion for a more full Declaration of the ſence of the Catholick 
Church about it. And though the effects of that Controveriie 
were very fatal to rhe Church, yer it was very happy that it 
broke out in 'fuch an Age; when it could be determined with 
greater certainty and greater Authority, than it could have been 
in 


- 
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In any ſucceeding Age of the Church ; by men, who were ve- 
for their Age, for their Wiſdom, for their Picty, for 
their undaunted Confeſſions under heathen and prog oy 
perours, who knew what the ſence of the Catholick 
Nd dad, dorm eels and wemrnnth; cecrapied to 
P ri K © wantonnels, corru 
Faith, as well as the Manners of Chriſtians. 4 
3. As for matters of External Order, Diſcipline, and Go- 
vernment, the Univerſal Practice of the Catholick Church is 
the beſt and ſafeſt Comment on thoſe general Rules and Dire- 
Qions we have laid down in Scri There is no doubt at 
all, but che Apoſtles did appoint Governours, and Rules of Or- 
der and Diſcipline, in the Churches planted by them ; what 
theſe were, the Chriſtians of thoſe days ſaw with their Eyes, 
in the daily Practice of the Church; and therefore theA 
in thoſe Epiſtles which they wrote to their ſeveral Churches,did 
not give them ſo punual and particular account of thoſe 
matters, which they ſo well knew before, but as occaſion ſer- 
ved, make onely ſome accidental mention of thele things, and 
that in ſuch general terms, as were well enough underſtood by 
them, who knew the Practice of the Church in that Age, but 
it may be, cannot meerly by the force of the words, which 
may be capable of ſeveral Sences, be ſo certainly and demon- 
ſtratively determined to any one ſence (by us, who did not ſee 
what was done in thoſe days) as to avoid all poflible Cavils of 
contentious men. 

This has occaſioned thoſe diſputes concerning Infant Baptiſm, 
the ſeveral Orders and Degrees of Chon Gavetnan the 
Rites and Ceremonies of Religious Worſhip, and the like. 
Thoſe who lived in thoſe days, and ſaw what the Apoſtles 
did in theſe matters, could not doube of theſe things, though 
it were not in expreſs words ſaid, that Infants ſhould be bap- 
tized with their Parents, or that Biſhops are a ſuperiour Order 
to Presbyters , and Presbyters to Deacons, or that it is lawful 
for the Governours of the Church to inſtitute and appoint ſome 
ſignificant Rites and Ceremonies, for the more decent and or- 
derly Adminiſtration of Religious Offices. Bur becaule there is 
not a preciſe and punttual account given of theſe matters, in 
the Writings of the Apoſtles, which there was no need of then, 
when thele things were obvious to their very Senſes, ſome per- 
verſeand ble Dilputecs,who obftinately reje& all other 

C Evidence. 
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Evidence, will judge of theſe juſt as they pleaſe them- 
ns , and alrer their Opinions and Fancies , as often as they 
eaſe. | 
F But now if there be any certain way to know what the 
ratice of the Apoſtles was in theſe Caſes, this is the beſt 
mmenr we can poſſibly have on ſuch Texts, as are not ſuffi- 
ciently plain and expreſs without it. Now methinks any rea- 
ſonable man muſt acknowledge, that the beſt way to underſtand 
the Pratice of the Apoſtles, is from the Practice of the Catho- 
lick Church in ſucceeding Ages, eſpecially while the memory 
of the Apoltles was freſh, and the Church governed by Apo- 
ſtolical men ; when we cannot reaſonably fulpe& any deviation 
from the Primitive Practice : and this is the Rule which the 
'Church of England owns in fiich matrers, and by which ſhe re- 
jets and tes both the Innovations and Corruptions of the 
Church of Rome, ahd the wild Pretences of Fanaticiſm. 

So that we do in the moſt proper fence own the Belief and 
Pra&ice of the Primitive Church, to be the beſt means for Ex- 
| ponnging Scripture. We do not leave every man to Expound 

pture by a private Spitir, as our Adverſarics of the ch 
of Rome reproach us; we adhere to the ancient Catholick 
Church, which the Church of Rome on one ſide, and the Fa- - 
naticks on the other, have forfaken: and rhough we reje& the 
new invention of an infallible Jadge, yet we are no Friends at 
all ro Scepticiſm, but can give a more Rational account of our 
"a, than ne Church C Roms . bn c 

ad we noother way of underftanding the ——— 
but by Propricty of $:Lan uage, and the Grammatical Con- 
ſtruion of the Words, and rhe ſcope and defigne of the Texts, 
their Connexion and Dependence on what goes before,and what 
follows; and ſuch-like means as we uſe for the nnderſtanding 
any other Books of humane compoſition ; I doabt not, but ho- 
neſt and diligent Inquirers mighr diſcover the true meaning of 


and ſome other SeRaries are as plain a demonſtration, whar 
"work Dulnek, and Stupidity, and Etthuſiaſm, will make with 


Scripture ; but when we Pers of he viſita 
| N Faith, 
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Faith, which has been the Faith of Chriſtians in all 
to be our Rule in Scripture we may 
all, miſtake the ſence of ſome particular Texts, yet we cans 
not be guilty of miſtakes. 
This ule the 


any great and | 
Church of England makes of the ck - 
Church, in p—_—_— ry 4 ,. that the Religi main. 
rains the ancient Catholick Faith, and will not ſutfer any man 
eo Expound Scriptures in ition to the ancient Faith and 
Practice of the Catholick Church. | | 
But though the Belief and Praftice of the Catholick Church 
be the beft means of underſtanding the true {ence of Sgripuuce, 
yet we cannot affirm this of any particular Church, . or of the 
Church of any particular Age,excepting the Apoſtolick Age, ar 
thoſe Ages which immediately Ga the Apoltles. Norwith- 
ſtanding this, the Church of Rowe may be no poo Expoſitor of 


ns De El Sie 
c 


and Fountain of Catholick Unity, yet ſhe is bur a part of 
Catholick Church, as the Church of England, and the Churches 
edi and bes ; py waar Ca ay 

X repture upon r Chur 2 Mg 
toimpole upon her.: If chere any Contraverlig berween | 
them, it isnot the Authority of either Church can decide, bug 
this muſt be done by an appeal to Scripture,and the ſence of the 
Catholick Church in the firſt and pureſt Ages of it. 

For when we ſay, that the Belief and Practice of the Catho 
lick Church is the beſt means to find gut the true lence of 

ng ney pn gn ty 

lute the ſence of Scripture ; but the meaning 1s, 
thole Churches which were founded by the Apoſtles,and recei- 
ved che Faith immediately from them, and were afterwards, for 
ſors Ages, governed by Apoltolical men, or thoſe who werg 
taught by them, and convers'd with them; are the beſt Witneſles 
what the Dodrine of the Apoſtles was, and therefore as far as 
we nn be exncin, whe hel Foich of -aolic wah Churches 
was;they are the Guides for the Ex IPLUTE, 

So that the Authority of the Church p Expounding Scri- 


-pture,heing onely the Authority of Winelles,it can reach go fac- 
ther than thoſe La rom bly be preſumed | 
Autheatick and Credible Witnefles of the Docks neof ris Ape. 
tHles , and therefore if ——_ che faur firlt 

2 2 
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Conuncils,it is as far as we can do it with any pretence of Rea- 
ſon ; and thus far the Church of England owns the Authoriry 
of the Charch, OLI EI 4 oy to Ex _—_ 

__ according to t ctholick Faith, o and pro- 
fels'd in thoſe days ; but as for the latter Ages of the Church, 
which were removed too far fromthe Apoſtles days, to be Wit- 
neſſes of their Dodrine, have no more Authority in this 
matter, than we have at this day, nor has one Church any more 
Authority than another. X 

3- And therefore,if by the Church being the means obknow- 
ing the ſence and meaning of the Holy Scriptures, be underſtood 
ne” > as and Sentence,and Decree of the Church, that we 
Ihe Anchoriey of the Church, in Expounding Scripeure, chi 

ity of the Church, in Ex ing SCri , thi 
allo is abſolutely falſe and abſurd, 

This is more-thars Chriſt and his Apoſtles aſſumed to-them- 
ſelves, while they were on Earth ; they were indeed infallible 
Interpreters of Scripture, but yet they never bore down their 
Hearers meerly with their Authorley, but Expounded the Scri- 
ptures, and —_ ancient _—_ to their Events, and took 
the Vail off of Moſers Face, ſhewed them the Goſpel-ſtate 
concealed under thoſe Types and Figures ; they confirmed their 
Expoſitions of Scripture by the force of Reaſon, and appealed 
to the Judgments and Conſciences of their Hearers, w r 
theſe things werenot ſo ; Chriſt commands the Few: not meer- 
ly to take his own word, and to rely on his Authority for the 
truth of what he ſaid, but to ftudy the Scriptures themſelves ; 
and the Bereans are commended tor _— temper of 
mind, that they were more noble than of Theſſalonica, for 
they daily ſearche the Scriptures, to ſee whether the Dodrine 
che Apo preach'd were to be found there or not? Now I 

ink no Church can pretend to be more infallible than @hriſt 
and his Apoſtles, and therefore, certainly ought not to affume 
more to themſelves than they did ; and if the Church of Rome, 
or any other Church, will convince us of thetruth 'of their Ex- 

itions of Scripture, as Chriſt and his Apoſtles convinc'd their 
earers,that is, by inlightning our Und dings; and convin- 
oa per Jagnoues by proper Arguments, we will gladly learn 


Fhis courſe the Primitive ChriſMans took, as is evident in-all 
the Writings of the ancient Fathers againſt Fews and —_— 
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argue from the Scriptures themſelves to prove what the 
ence of Sriprre they appeal indeed ſometimes to the ſence 
of the ick Church, not as an infallible Judge of Scripture, 
but as the beſt Witneſſes of the Apoſtolical Doctrine: Thus Ter- 
tulian argues againſt Hereticks, in his Book De Preſcriptionibus ; 
but when they reaſon about the ſence of Scripture, they never 
dire& us to any infallible Judge, but uſe ſuch Arguments, as they 
think proper to convince Gain-layers. 

Nay, this is the way which was obſerved in all the ancient 
Councils; the Biſhops of the Church met together for Common 
Counſel and Advice, and in matters of Diſcipline and Govern- 
ment, which were ſubject to their Authority, they conſidered 
what was moſt for the publick benefit of the Church, and deter- 
mined them by their Authority, not as infallible Judges, but as 
ſupreme Governours of the Church. In the Diſputes of Faith, 
they reaſon from Scripture , and the fence of the Catholick 
Church, not from their own Authority ; and what upon a ſeri- 
ous debate and inquiry they found to be moſt agreeable to the 
ſence of Scripture, and the Doctrine of the Church of former 

, that they determined and decreed to be received in all 

hes, as the Catholick Faith. That this is fo, is evident 
from all the Hiſtories of the moſt ancient and celebrated Coun- 
cils, which any man may conſult, who pleaſes. 

Now I would ask ſome few Queltions about this matter. 
1. Whether theſe Councils took a ſure and ſafe way to find our 
Truth? If they did not, what reaſon have we to believe that 
they determined right? If they did, then we may uſe the fame 
way which they did: for that which is a good way in one Age, 
is ſo another, and then there is no neceſlity of an Infallible Judge 
to find oug the ſence of Scripture, becauſe we have other certain 
x ey ingghis ; the ſame which all the ancient Councils 

erved. 


2. I would know, whether ic be not ſufficient for every Chri- 
ſtian to receive the Decrees and Decerminations of theſe Coun- 
cils , upon the ſame Reaſon and Authority which moved the 
Fathers aſſembled in Council to make theſe Decrees ? Whether, 
for inſtance, we muſt not believe the Eternal God-head of 
Chriſt,and that he is of the ſame ſubſtance with his Father, for 
the ſame Reaſons for which the Nicewe Fathers believed this; and 
required all Chriſtians to believe ir 2 If, we: muſt, then Scri- 
pture,and the ſence of the Catholick Church,not anna 
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| of a General Council, or any Infallible Judge, is the Reaſon of 


our Faith : For the Nicene Fathers, who were the firſt that mer 
in a General Council, could not belicvethis,aponthe Anthoriry 
of any other General Council,much leſs upon their ownAutho- 
rity ; unleſs we willfay, that they firſt decreed this, then belle- 
yed it,becanſe they themſelves decreed it. If Scripture,and the 
ſence of the Catholick Church, antecedently to the derermina- 
tions of a General Council, or any other pretended Infallible 
Judge , be not a ſufficient foundation for our Faith, then' the 
whole Chriſtian World, before the Council of Nize, which was 
the firſt General Council, had no ſufficient foundation for their 
Faith; for there was no particular Biſhop or Church in thoſe 
days, which pretended to be the Infallible Interpreter of Scri- 
ptures. We Proteſtants have the ſame way to underſtand the 
Scriptures, have the ſame Reaſon and Foundation of our Faith, 
which the Nicene Fathers themſelves had,or which any Chriſtian 
could have, before there was any General Council; and if the 
Church of Rome do not think this enough, we cannor help that, 
we are abundantly ſatisfied with it. 

The Authority of a General Council in thoſe days, was de- 
ſervedly ſacred arid vetierfible, not as an Infallible' fudge,which 
they never pretended to, but as rhe moſt certain means 
could poſlibly have to underftand what was,and in all Ages had 
been the received Dodtrine of the Catholick Church. 
met together not to make new Articles of Faith, which no 
Council in the World ever had any Authority to do,bur to de- 
clare hat was the truly ancient and Apoſtolick Faith; and to 

t it into ſuch words as might plainly expreſs the Catholick 

ence, and meet with the Diftempers of that Age. 

For this end Grave and Reverend Biſhops led from all 
parts of the Chriſtian World, not meerly to ir private 
Opinions of things, but to declare what was thE'Teceived Do- 
frine of thoſe Churches over which they preſided ; and Iknow 
no better Argument of an A ickTradition han the conſent 
of all Churches, as remote each other, as Eaſt and Weft, 


which were ones by wars Apoſtles,and differed IS 
cr, IN 


from each other, External Rites and Uſages; but yet 
all in the ſame Faith. And this is the true of 
ancient that. they were moſt to under- 


Rat Boner ſence of Scri , and of the ck Church. 
is ths Proteſtant Refbhariors of Faith,and the Nirene Fathers 
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themſelves had no other way, nor to any other. 

Nay, the Church of Rome her fclf, as much as ſhe calks of 
Infllblicy, make very little uſe of it. She has never given us 
an infallible Comment on Scripture, but ſuffers her Doors to 
write as fallible Comments, and in many Gy as contrary to 
each other, as = Proteſtant Divines do: And I cannot imagine 
what good Infallibility does, if an infallible Church has no ber- 
ter means of underſtanding Scripture, than the Comments of 
fallible men: that is,no better meansthan every fallible Church 
has : for no man can underſtand the Scripture ever the berrer 
for the Churches being infallible, unleſs this infallible Church 
improve this glocious Talent of Infallibility in Expounding 
Scripture ; which ſhe has not done to this day, and I bcelicve 
never will. 

Indeed it is a , that — as it is pretended to 
by the Church of Rowe, can be of no ule, either in the Reſoly- 
tion of Faith, or in Confuting Hereticks, who deny this Infalli- 
bility ; and then I cannot imagine what it is good for, but to 
multiply Diſputes, inſtead of ending them. 

As for the Reſolution of Faith ; fuppoſe I ask a Papiſt, Why 
he believes ſuch Articles, as the Divinity of Chriſt, or the Re- 
ſurre&ion of the Dead, to be contained m Scripture ? If he an- 
{wers, as he muſt do , Becauſe he is taught fo by the Church, 
which is infallible : my next Queſtion is, How he knows the 
Church to be infallible ? If he ſays he learns this from Scripture, 
I ask him how he comes to underſtand the Scripture,and how he 
knows that this is the ſence of it ? If he knows this by the in- 
fallible interpretation of the Church, then he runs round in a 
Circle, and knowsthe Scripture by the Church,and the Church 
-; hw Scripture, as I obſerved before ; if he can tind out the 

urches Intallibility by the Scripture, without the help of an 
infallible Judge, then it ſeems the Scriprure is to be underſtood 
without the infallible interpretation of the Church ; andit men 
can find out Infallibility in Scripture,without the Church, I am 
confident they may tind out an ingens in Scripture as well, 
without the Churches Infallibility : tor there is no Article of 
our Creed 1o hard to be found , as the Churches Infallibi- 

is. But however thatbe, after all this boaſt of Infallibility, 
2 Papiſt has no moreinfallible Foundation for-his Faith, than a 
Proteſtant has, nor half fo much. We believe the Articles 
the Chriſtian Faith , becauſe we find them plainly taught 
j 
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re, and univerſally received as the ſence of Scripture by 
the Catholick Church in the beſt and one oo A Pa- 
piſt believes the Church to be infallible, becauſe he thinks he 
finds it in Scripture, though the Catholick Church for many 
Ages never found it there, and the greateſt part of the Chriſtian 
Church to this day cannot find it there : Now if they will but 
allow, that a Proteſtant ( though a poor fallible Creature) may 
reaſon about the ſence of Scripture, as well as a Papiſt, and that 
the evidence of Reaſon is the ſame to both, then we Proteſtants 
ſtand upon as firm ground as the Papiſts here, and are ac leaſt 
as certain of all thols Dodrines of Faith, which we find in the 
Scripture, and are ready to prove by it, as they are of their 
Churches Infallibiliry ; but then we have an additional Security, 
that we expound the Scriptures right, which they want, and 
that is the Doctrine and Practice of the Primitive Church which 
confirms all the Articles of our Faith, and Rules of Worſhip and 
Dilſciphne, 'but gives not the leaſt intimation, that the Pope or 
Church of -Rome was thought infallible by them ; and if the 
Primitive Church was ignorant of this, which is the beſt Wit- 
«neſs of Apoſtolical Tradition, it. is moſt probable, that no ſuch 


thing is contained in Scripture, though ſome m Flat- 
-xerers of the, Pope have endeavoured to perlwade the World, 
that they found it there. 


So that we have a greater aſſurance of all the Articles of our 
Religion, from Scripture and Catholick Tradition,than a Papilt 
can have of the Churches Infallibility, and yet he can have no 

greater aſſurance of any other Doctrinesof Religion, which he 
-believes upon the Churches Infallibility, than he has of Infallibi- 
'liry ir felt. - So that in the laſt Reſolution of Faith, the Prote- 
ſtant has much the advantage of the Papilſt,for the Proteſtant re- 
1olves his Faith intothe Authority of the Scriptures, Expounded 
by the Dodrine and Practice of the Primitive Church ; the Pa- 
iſts reſolves his into the Infallibiliry of the Church, which he 
finds out onely by Expounding Scripture by a private Spivit, 
without the Authority of any Church, but that whoſe Aurho- 
rity is under diſpute. 
And as the Doqtrine of Infallibility is of :no uſe in the laſt Re- 
olution of Faith, fo it is wholly uſehels in diſputing with ſuch 
Hereticks.as we are ; who deny ibilicy : for it is a vain 


thing to attempt to impoſe any abſurd, or groundleſs, and un- 
catholick Docrines upon tos Churches infallible Autho- 
nty, 
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- paar yore there is no ſach infallible Judge ; but are ce- 
ſolved to truſt our own Eyes,and toadhere to Scripeure and the 
Catholick Faithof the Prin Charch in theſe marrers. 

And therefore the great Advocates for the Church of Rome, 
are forced tocake the ſame courſe in confuring Hereſies, as they 
call them, that wedo: They alledge the Authority of Scripture, 
the Authority of Fathers and Councils, to juſtifie cheir Innova- 
tions,and here we willingly joyn iſſue wich them, and are ready 
to prove, That Scripture and all true Antiquity is on our ſide 

this heobecn oflen end utenfrently proved by che Loaned 
Patrons of the Reformation. 
But there are ſome very material things to be obſerved from 
hence, for our preſent purpoſe. For either they think” this a 
ood way to e whart they intend, and to convince Gain- 
yers by the Authority of Scripture, and Primitive Antiquity, 
or oy do not. If they do not think this a good way, to what 


e are there ſo many Volumes of Controverſie written ? 

hy do they produce Scripture, and Fathers, and Councils, to 

-uſtſfie the Ulurpations of their Church, and theſe new Addi 

tions they have made to the Chriſtian Faith and Worſhip? If 

this be not a good way to convince Hereticks, why do they 
give themſelves and us ſuch an impertinent trouble? 

If this be a good way, then we are in a good way already ; 
we take that very way for our fatisfaRion, which by their own 
Confeflion and ice, is a very proper means for the Con- 
viction of Hereticks, and to diſcover the Truth, and after the 
moſt diligent inquiries we can make, we are ſatisfied that the 
"Lf the Authoriry of Scripture ignifi any thing in thi 

uthori i ſigni thing in this matter, 
then it ſeems Hereticks, who reje&t the hinkertey of an Infalli- 
ble Judge, may underſtand Scripture without an Infallible In- 
rerpreter, by the Exerciſe of Reaſon and Judgment in ſtudying 
of them, ie why do ——_— to expound Scripture 
eo us, and to convince us by R and Argument, what the 
true {ence of Scripture is. 

If the Authority of the Primitive Church, and firſt Chriſtian 
Writers,be conſiderable, ( as they acknowledge it is,by their ap- 
peals to them ) then ar leaſt, the preſent Pope or Church, is not 
the ſole infallible Judge of Controverſies, unle(s they will ſay, 
that we muſt not judge of the Dodrine or PraRice of the Pri- 
mitive Church, «AIR; as IR: 
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nals are worth hothing ) but by the Judgment and Praftice of 
the preſent Church. 

The ſum is this: There is great reaſon to ſuſpe&, that the 
Church of Rome her (elf, does not believe her own Infallibilicy, 
no more than we Proteſtants do: for if ſhe does,ſhe ought not 
to ſuffer her Doors to diſpute with Hereticks, from any other 
Topick, but her own Authority ; when they vie Reaſons and 
Arguments with us, and diſpute from Scripture and Antiquity : 
they appeal from the infallibiliry of the preſent Church, to every 
mans private Reaſon and Judgment, as much as any Proteſtant 
does: and if the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith may be eſta- 
bliſh'd by Scripture and Antiquity, without an infallible Judge, 
as they ſuppoſe they may be, by their frequent attempts to do it z 
this plainly overthrows the neceflity of an infallibleJudge. In a 
word, not to take notice now how weak and groundleſs this pre- 
tence of Infallibility is, it is evident that it is a very aſcleſs Do 
&rine : for thoſe who believe the Churches Infallibility, have 
no greater aſlurance of their Faith, than we have, who do not _ 
believe it ; and thoſe who do, not believe the Churches Infalli- 
bility, can never be confuted by it. So that it can neither eſta- 
bliſh any mans Faith, nor confute any Hereſies ; chat is, it is 
of no = at all. | 

The Church of England reverences the Authority of the Pri- 
mitive Church, as the beſt Witneſs of the Apoltolical Faith and 
Practice, but yet reſolves her Faith at laſt into the Authority of 
the Scriptures. She receives nothing tor an Article of Faich, 
which 7 does not find plainly enough taught in Scripture, bur 
it is agreat confirmation of her interpretation of Scripture, that 
the Primitive Church owned the ſame Dodrines which ſhe does ; 
and ſhe looks.upon it as a juſt prejudice againſt any Expoſitions 
of Scripture, if they contradict the common Faith of the firſt 
Chriſtians : and therefore when the words of Scripture are 
fairly capable of different ſences, ſhe chules'that ſence which is 
moſt agreeable. with the Catholick Faith and Practice of the 
Primitive Church ; but ſhould any Doctrines be impoſed upon 
her, as Articles of Faith, which are no where to be found in 
Scripture,or. which are plainly contrary to ir, (as the new Trent- 
Creed is) whatever pretence there be for the Antiquity of ſuch 

ines, ſhe utterly rejes them ; ſhe will not put out her 

own Eyes to follow any other Guide ; and thanks be to God, ſhe 

needs not reject any truly Catholick Doctrine in this way, 4. 
| i 
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ſtill retain the Faith of the Primitive Church, and are greatly 
confirmed in it, from that admirable conſent there is between 
the Scriptures, as Expounded by us, and that Faith which was 
anciently owned and received by all Chriſtians. 

Having thus ſhewn in what ſence the Church is che Interpre- 
ter of Scripture,l proceed now to theſecond thing contained in 
this Paper , That this Church muſt be known to be the true 
Church, by its continual viſible ſucceflion from Chriſt cill our 
days. Now theſe few words contain a great many, and ve 
great miſtakes: The ſubje& of the Inquiry is, how we may find 
out ſuch a Church, whole word we may lately take for the true 
ſence and meaning of Scripture. 

Now, 1. The Author of this Paper, whether ignorantly, or 
deſignedly, I know not, alters the ſtate of the Queſtion, and in- 
ſtead of a Church,which is an unerring and infallible Interpreter 
of Scripture, which would be very well worth finding, he tells 
us how we may know a true Church : now I take a true 
Church, and an Infallible Interpreter of Scripture, to be very 
different things. A Church may be guilty of Schilm and Here- 
fie, and yet may be a true Church, though not a ſound, Ortho- 
dox, and Catholick Church: for a true Church is ſuch a Church 
as has all things neceſlary, and eſſential to the Being and Con- 
ſtitution of a Church ; this a Church may have, and ſuperadd 
other things which are deſtructive of the Chriſtian Faith, and 
very dangerous and fatal miſtakes ; as we believe, and are able 
to prove the Church of Rome has done ; and yet we acknow- 
ledge her a true Church, becauſe ſhe retains the true Chriſtian 
Faith,though miſerably corrupted by Additions of her own,as a 
man isa true man,though he be ſick of a mortal Diſeaſe. Now 
if a true Church may corrupt the Chriſtian Faith, we have no 
reaſon, to rely on the Authority of every true Church, for the 
true ſence and meaning of Scripture. 

2. Let us ſuppoſe, that by a true Church, he means an In- 
fallible Church, whole Authority we may ately rely on in Ex- 
pounding Scriptures ; this Church, he ſays, is to be known by 
a continual viſible ſucceflion from Chriſt, till our days : Now if 
this viſible uninterrupted ſucceſſion be the mark of ſuch a true 
Church,as is an infallible Interpreter of Scripture ; then, 1.The 
Greek Church, as an infallible Interpreter of Scripture: for ſhe 
has as viſible and uninterrupted a ſucceflion from Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles to this day, as the _ of Rome has 3 and Y we 

2 ave 
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have two infallible Churches ( not to inſtance in any more at 
| preſent, who have as good a fucceſlion as either of them) which 
are dire&ly oppoſite to each other 3 and what ſhall we do in this 
caſe ? Muſt we believe Contradictions, or muſt we difbelieve 


Churches 7 
2. If a viſible fucceffion from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, makes 
any Church an infallible Interpreter of Scripture, then all the 


Churches which were my by the A were infallibk. 
All the Churches which were planted by the — have an 
equally-viſible ſucceffion from Chriſt ; thoſe ches which 
were planted by the Apoſtles, may be preſumed as Infallible, 
while the A ſtles were preſent with them, as were after- 
wards; and thoſe Churches which ſucceeded theſe Apoſtolical 
Churches,at the diſtance of an Age or two, may be pen 
infallible as any Church of this Age is : for if a viſible fuccefion 
from Chriſt makes a Church infallible, why ſhould not a ſuc- 
ceſfion of a hundred or two hundred years, make them as in- 
fllible as a ſucceſſion of ſixteen h ears? unleſs they 
think that Infallibility increaſes with the of the Church, 
which I could wiſh true, but we ſee very little ſign of it, Now 
according to theſe Principles,all the Churches, w —_—_—_ 
ted by the Apoſtles, and have a continual viſible fucceſlion from 
lical Churches,through all Ages, ſince the time of the A- 
poltles,muſt be infallible: for if a continual viſible CON- 
fers. Infallibility, and is the mark whereby we muſt know it, then 
every Church which ever had, or has to this day this viſible ſuc- 
cefſion, muſt have Infallibility alſo, which, it , is entailed 
on ſucceflion. And thus we have found: out a workd of Infalli- 
bility, and it is wonderful how any Apoſtolical Church came to 
be over-run with. ſo many Errours and Hereſies, and'to grow fo. 
corrupt and degenerate, as to provoke God to rootthem up ; if 
every Apoſtolical Church was infallible, I cannot. imagine how 
whole Churches, which — ſucceeded the A ld be 
infeted with Hereſic: for if Infallibility it ſelf will not ſecure 
a Church from Hereſice, the Lord have. mercy upon us. 

. This mark he gives how to find out-ſuch a true Church 

as 15 an infallible Interpreter of Scri , vis, A continual vi- 
ſible ſucceſſion from Chriſt till this day, includes another great 
miſtake : for it ſuppoſes, that there is ſome Church now in be- 
ing,on whoſe Authority we muſt rely. for the ſence of Scripture ;- 
for otherwiſe there can be.no uſe. of a. viſible fucceilion afm=4 
Ya 


not of the archef thi eſenc Age,for the ſence of Scripture, 
and that not as an infallible Judge, but as the moſt Authentick 
Wienefs of the Apoſtolical Do&rine and Practice, then we can- 
not find out this Church by a viſible ſucceflion to this day, but 
by examining the ancient Records of the Primitive Church, 
where we ſhall find what the Faith and Practice of the Church 
in thoſe days was, which i the ſafeſt Rule to guide us in the. 
Expoſition of Scripture. Though there were no Church in the 
World at this day, which could prove a continual vilible ſuccel- 
fion from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, yer while we have the Scri- 
, and the Records of the Primutive Church, we have very 

ient means for the underſtanding the true meaning of Scrt- 

: fo that of whatever uſe this talk of a continual viſible 
Ficcelion may be in other caſes, it is wholly impertinent in this. 
A Church which cannot prove ſach a continual viſible ſucceſſion 
which was not founded by any Apoſtle, or Apoſtolical men, or 


' has loſt the Memory or of its firſt Plantation, may yer 
have very certain means of knowing the true ſence of Scripture, 
from the Scripture it ſelf,and the inc and Practice of A- 


poltolical and Primitive Churches,and a Church which has the 
moſt viſible uninterrupted ſucceflion from Chriſt and his Apo- 
Rles, may be fo far from being an infallible Interpreter of Scri- 
, that ſhe may be very corrupt and- erroneous her (elf, if 
forfake the Apoſtolical Tradition contained in the Writings 

of the New Teſtament,and ed by the Catholick Faicts. 
and Practice of the firſt Churches ; as we know the Church of 
Rome has done ; which is fo far from being an infallible Chucch,, 
- Sug belicve her to be the moſt corrupe Church in the. 
And thus I think we are prepared to venture upon the laſt 
Clauſe of this Paper, wherein.the whole force of the Argument, 
ſuch as itis, is turned upon the poor Proteſtanr Churches. . Bur 
I doubt (ſays the Author of this Paper). whether or no the Pro- 
teſtant Church can make out this continual viſible (acceflion,and! 
defire to be informed. The ſting of which lies in chis, 
that: we Proteſtants have no certain way of- knowing the true 
ſence and mcaning.of Scripture, we cannot prove the 
continual viſible fucceflion of our Church, from Chriftunto this. 
day ; and therefore we ought to go. over to mage" 
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who has this viſible ſucceſlion, and receive all her Dicates as 
infallible Oracles. But, for Anſwer to this, conſider, 

1. That ſuppoſe the Proteſtant Church could not make out 
ſuch a continual viſible ſucceflion, yet we may underſtand the 
Scriptures very well without it, and need not go to the Church 
of Rome to Expound Scripture for us, as I have already ſhewn 
at large. Had he proved that we had been no Church,tor want 
of a viſible ſucceflion of Church-Officers, or that our Religion 
were a Novelty, which was never heard of in the World before 
Luther, this had been ſomething more to the purpoſe ; but to 
pretend that we cannot underſtand the Scriptures,tor want of a 
viſible fuccefſion, is ſuch a loole and inconlequent way of rea- 
ſoning,asa poor fallible Proteſtant would be aſhamed of. 

2. Bur pray, why can't the Proteſtant Church of England 
prove her continual viſible ſucceſſion from Chrilt cill this day, as 
well as the Church of Rome ? Here was a Chriſtian Church 
planted in this Nation, as very-good Hiſtorians lay, as early as at 
Rome, and it has continued here ever ſince, to this day : when 
Auſtin the Monk came over to. England, he tound here a compa- 
ny of reſolute Britiſh Biſhops and Monks, who would not ſubmit 
to the Uſurpations of Rome z and the Engliſh and Brurſh Churches 
under ſeveral Changes and Alterations, have continued to this 
day, with a viſible ſucceſſion of Chriſtian Biſhops : and-what 
better ſucceflion can Rome ſhew than this ? 

I ſuppole no Roman Catholick will diſown the ſucceſſion of 
the Church of England, till the Reformation, and I pray, how 
came we<o loſe our ſucceſſion then 2 Did the Retormation of 
thoſe Abuſes and Corruptions,which had crept into the Church, 
unchurch us ? Juſt as much as a man ceaſes to be the ſame 
man, when he is cured of ſome mortal Diſeaſe : Did not the 
Church of England conſiſt of the ſame Perſons, before the Re- 
formation andafter ? A great many indeed dilowned the Re- 
tormation 3 but were not all thoſe Perſons., who were fo 
active and zcalous in the Reformation, formerly of the Roman 
Communion? And did they loſe their ſuccettion too, when 
they became Reformers? When a Church Conſiſts of the ſame 
Biſhops, Prieſts, and People, which ſhe had before, though ſhe 
havenot all the ſame that ſhe had ; when ſhe retains the ſame 
ancient Catholick and Apoſtolick Faith which ſhe did before, 
onely renounces lome Errours and Innovations which ſhe owned 
before, how docs this forfeit her ſucceflion ? The Church of 


England 
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land is the very ſame Church now, ſince the Reformation, 
which ſhe was before , and therefore has the ay ſame ſuc- 
ceſlion, though not the ſame Errours, to this day, that ever ſhe 
had ; and that, I think, is as good alucceflion as the Church of 
Rome has. 
There are but two things to be conſidered in the cale of 
Lucceſſion : Either a ſacceflion of Church-Officers, or a luc- 
ccſſion of the Faith and Dodtrincs of the Church. 
1. As for a ſucceſſion of Church-Officers, we have the ſlams 
that the Church of Rome has. Thoſe Engliſh Biſhops who em- 
| braced the Reformation, received their Orders in the Commu 
nion of the Church of Rowe, and therefore they had as good 
Orders, as any are in the Church of Rome ; and thele were the 
Perſons who Conſecrated other Biſhops, ando in fuccetlion to 
this day. For as for the ſtory of the Nags-Head Ordination, 
that is ſo tranſparent a Forgery, invented many years after, to 
reproach the Reformation, that I preſume no ſober Roman Ca- 
tholick will inſiſt on it. 

But we are Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, and this forteirs our 

Orders and our Succeſlion together. But, 1.'This Charge oughc 
firſt to be proved againſt us, that we are Hereticks and Schiſmaz 
ticks ; we deny and abhor both thename and thing ; and it we 
be not our: by and Schilinaticks, -as we are ſure we are not, 
and as the Church of Rox: can never prove us tobe, then accor- 
ding to their own Confetl:on, our Orders muſt be good. 
2. However, be we Hereticks, or Schiſmaticks, or whatever 
they pleaſe. to. call. us, how does this deſtroy our Orders and 
Succetlion ? The Catholick Church would not allow in former 
Ages, that Hereſie or Schiſm deſtroyed the validity of Orders. 
St. Ferome dilputcs againſt this at large, in his Book Contra Lu- 
ciferianos. And St. zuſtin allows the Donatiſss Biſhops to have 
valid Orders, though : they wore: Schilmaticks; and theretore 
that the Sacraments adriniſtred by. them,were yalid. And in- 
deed, if Herelie will deſtroy Orders and Succeflion, the Church, 
of Rome will be as much to ſeek tor their Orders and Succeſſion; 
as We are, which, by their own Confeflion, have had ſeveral He- 
retical Popes, and no body knows how many Biſhops Ordained 
by them. Ton: bang en 

2. As for {ucceſſion of Dottrine, whidh is as conſiderable to 
the full, as ſucceſſion of Orders, the great Articles of our Faith 
are not onely plainly contained in Scripture, but hays been _ 

| vere 
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vered down to us, throughall Ages of the Church, by an unin- ' 
ke Church of Rome her lf in her greateſt 

e Church of Rome her lelt in her grea A 
.did own all that we do in pure matters of oting Teakgel 
reformed the Church, we did not make a new —_— but 
po ſeparated the old Faith from new and corrupt Additions ; 
and therefore the Quarrel of the Church of Rome with us, is 
not that we believe any thing which they do not believe, but 
that we donot believe all that they would have us. 

The Do&trine of the Church of Exgland is truly Primitive and 
Catholick , taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, owned by the 
Primitive Church, and excepting the Diſpute between the La- 
tin and Greek Church, about the Filioque, or the Holy Spirits 
—_— from the Father and the Son, received by all Catho- 

ick Churches to this day ; which is as compleat and perfe& 
Succeſflion , as an Dodrie can have : therefore when the 
Church of Rome asks us, Where was our Religion before Luther ? 
We tell them, it was all the World over ; all Catholick Chur- 
ches believed what we do, though we do not belive all that 
they do: they themſelves did, and do to this Day, own our 
Creeds, and Articlesof Faith, excepting ſuch of them as are di- 
realy oppoſed to their Innovations. 

So that we are on a ſure Foundation, our Faith has been re- 
ceived in the Catholick Church in all But now the 
Church of Rome cannot ſhew ſuch a Succeftion for her new Do- 
arines and Articles of Faith, which were unknown to the Pri- 
mitive Church for many Ages, which were rejefted by man 
flouriſhing Churches, ſince the firſt appearance of them, whic 
never had a quiet poſſefion in her own Communion, and were 
never formed into Articles of Faith, till the packe Convencicle 
of Trent. 

This I think is a lletont Labour oo ths Paper, and it pities 


metoſee ſo many well-meaning Perſons with fuch tran- 
Jparent Sophiſtry. R axnTl9p. 
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